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To  the  Cincinnati  of  New  York: 

Brethren  : 

A  cursory  examination  of  the  Institution  of 
the  Society  had  produced  an  impression  that  its  inten¬ 
tion  was  to  recognize  as  full  members  certain  high 
officials  of  France  and  the  officers  named  of  her  Army 
and  Navy.  That  impression  contributed  to  a  concur¬ 
rence  with  the  General  Society  at  its  Triennial  Meeting 
of  1887,  in  its  recognition  of  a  Society  in  France,  with 
plenary  power.  A  subsequent  and  careful  examination 
of  the  question,  having  resulted  in  a  change  of  opinion, 
I  am  induced  by  the  importance  of  the  subject,  to 
submit  my  reasons  to  the  Cincinnati  of  New  York. 


Intention  of  the  Founders. 


When  the  Officers  of  the  American  Army,  from 
the  Cantonment  of  the  Army  on  Hudson’s  River,  on 
the  13th  of  May,  1783,  announced  to  the  world  that 
“to  perpetuate  as  well  the  remembrance  of  the  sepa¬ 
ration  under  the  direction  of  the  Supreme  Governor 
“of  the  Universe  of  the  Colonies  of  North  America 
“  from  the  dominion  of  Great  Britain,  after  a  bloody 
“  conflict  of  eight  years,  and  their  establishment  as 
“  free  and  independent  States,  as  well  as  the  mutual 
“  friendships  which  have  been  formed  under  the  pres- 
“  sure  of  common  danger,  and  in  many  instances 
“  cemented  by  the  blood  of  the  parties  ”  they  did  “  in 
“  the  most  solemn  manner  associate,  constitute  and 
“  combine  themselves  into  one  SOCIETY  OF  Friends 
“  to  endure  as  long  as  they  shall  endure,  or  any  of  their 
“  eldest  male  posterity,  and  in  failure  thereof,  the 
“  collateral  branches,”  they  coincidently  invoked  as 
the  tutelar  spirit  of  the  principles  of  their  Society,  its 
endurance  forever  in  the  continuity  through  time,  of 
a  procession  of  the  right  heirs  male  of  their  bodies. 
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Subsequently  they  declared  that  the  Society  they 
had  founded,  “  deeply  impressed  with  a  sense  of  the 
“  generous  assistance  this  country  has  received  from 
“France,  and  desirous  of  perpetuating  the  friendships 
“  which  have  been  formed  and  so  happily  subsisted 
“between  the  allied  forces  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
“war,”  directs  “that  the  President-General  transmit  as 
“  soon  as  may  be  to  each  ”  of  certain  French  high 
officials  and  to  certain  of  the  officers  of  the  French 
Navy,  and  to  his  Excellency  the  Count  de  Rochambeau 
and  the  Generals  and  Colonels  of  his  army  “  a  medal 
containing  the  Order  of  the  Society,”  and  “  acquaint 
“them  that  the  Society  do  themselves  the  honor  to 
“  consider  them  as  members.” 

It  cannot  fail  of  observation  that  the  language  of  the 
Institution  discriminates  between  the  “mutual  friend¬ 
ships  ”  of  the  American  officers  “  formed  under  the 
“pressure  of  common  danger”  and  the  “  friendships  ” 
formed  between  them  and  the  French  officers  in  “the 
“prosecution  of  the  war;”  and  that  a  separate  recog¬ 
nition  is  bestowed  on  each.  To  the  first,  as  that  of 
primary  regard,  they  promise  a  perennial  durability, 
when  appointing  to  their  posterity  an  inheritance 
of  endless  duration ;  while  to  the  second  they  present 
but  a  life-long  possession — a  distinction  significant  of 
the  difference  between  members  in  whose  lineage  ex¬ 
clusively  the  Society  subsists,  and  members  to  whose 
names  is  accorded  simply  the  honor  of  a  place  on 
its  Rolls — the  difference  in  fine,  between  a  structural 
membership  prolific  of  succession,  and  a  titular  mem¬ 
bership  of  barren  growth. 

The  intent  of  the  American  officers  may  be  fairly 
extracted  from  the  words  with  which  they  direct  the 
President-General  to  “  acquaint  ”  the  French  Gentlemen 
“  that  the  Society  do  themselves  the  honor  to  consider 
them  as  members.”  To  consider,  strictly  is  but  a  pro¬ 
cess  of  deliberative  thought,  without  executive  force, 
and  destitute  of  the  power  of  appointment.  Honorary 
Membership  invariably  has  been  understood  as  an 
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honor  reflected  on  the  recipient :  but  here,  the  Ameri¬ 
can  officers,  with  a  delicate  courtesy  of  high  military 
grade,  refer  to  themselves  the  distinction  of  their  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  high  officials  of  France,  and  of  the 
Generals  and  Colonels  of  the  Army  of  his  Excellency 
the  Count  de  Rochambeau. 

The  medal  proposed  in  the  draft  by  General  Knox 
of  the  Original  Institution  to  be  transmitted  to  Count 
de  Rochambeau,  was  avowedly  the  expression  of  an 
assurance  to  the  French  Officers,  of  “  the  perpetual 
“  rule  of  the  Society  ”  to  entitle  them  “  to  all  the  civil- 
“  ities  and  friendships  of  the  Society:  ”  and  when  these 
words  were  on  revisal,  more  euphoniously  paraphrased, 
“  desirous  of  perpetuating  the  friendships  which  have 
“  been  formed,  and  so  happily  subsisted  between  the 
“  officers  of  the  allied  forces,”  the  motive  of  the  Society 
was  as  truly  declared  ;  and  the  extension  of  its  bene¬ 
faction  from  the  Count  de  Rochambeau,  to  the  civil  and 
military  representatives  of  France,  and  to  the  Generals 
and  Colonels  of  the  Count  de  Rochambeau’s  army,  was 
but  the  expansion  of  a  gratitude  which  culminated  in 
doing  “  themselves  the  honor  to  consider  them  as 
“members.”  Hence,  they  became  members  of  the 
Cincinnati  Society,  not  as  officers  of  the  American  Army, 
in  whose  virility  the  Society  had  been  conceived,  but 
as  officers  of  the  Army  of  France,  endowed  in  token 
of  “  civilities  and  friendships,”  with  a  membership 
sterile  and  impotent  of  American  heirs,  in  succession 
of  American  Officers,  to  whom  alone  the  future  of  the 
Society  was  appointed. 

But  inference  though  irresistible,  and  conjecture 
inevitable,  must  be  for  the  present  abandoned  for 
recourse  to  the  explicit  evidence  of  the  honorary 
membership  of  the  French  gentlemen,  furnished  by  the 
Founders,  embodied  by  themselves  and  recorded  in 
the  sequel  of  the  Institution  itself.  The  Society  of  the 
Cincinnati,  whose  members  were  to  be  “  the  officers  of 
the  American  Army”  was  devised  by  General  Knox  at 
West  Point,  April  15,  1783.  The  “  Proposals  ”  for  its 
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establishment  having  first  been  submitted  to  the  regi¬ 
ments  of  the  respective  State  lines,  and  “  an  officer 
“  from  each  ”  having  been  “  appointed  who,  in  con- 
“  junction  with  the  General  Officers,  should  take  the 
“same  into  consideration,”  were  debated  under  the 
direction  of  their  President  and  senior  officer  General 
the  Baron  de  Steuben,  at  three  separate  meetings ;  at 
the  last  of  which  on  the  19th  of  June,  1783,  its  present 
organization  was  completed.  The  “  Proposals  ”  having 
been  amended  and  submitted  at  the  first  of  these 
meetings  on  the  10th  of  May,  1783,  to  a  committee  of 
revision,  at  the  second  of  them,  on  the  13th  of  that 
month,  were  adopted  as  the  Institution  of  the  Society. 
The  President,  General  Steuben,  having  applied  by 
letter  of  May  20th  to  Major  L’ Enfant,  an  accomplished 
draughtsman  and  artist,  then  at  Philadelphia,  and  an  orig¬ 
inal  member  of  the  Cincinnati  Society,  (a)  for  a  design 
of  the  medal  inscribed  with  the  emblems,  by  which  the 
Institution  prescribed  the  “  members  should  be  known 
and  distinguished,”  and  having  received  an  answer  of 
the  10th  of  June,  unfavorable  to  the  order  in  the  form 
of  a  medal,  and  enclosing  two  preferable  designs,  recon¬ 
vened  the  constituent  body,  the  record  of  which  shows 
these  entries. 

“Cantonment  of  the  American  Army  19th  June, 
1783.”  At  a  meeting  of  the  General  Officers  and  the 
gentlemen  delegated  by  the  respective  regiments,  as  a 
Convention  for  establishing  the  Society  of  the  Cincin¬ 
nati,  held  by  request  of  the  President,  at  which  were 
present  (here  follow  their  names). 

The  President  having  communicated  the  “  accept¬ 
ance  ”  by  the  Chevelier  de  la  Luzerne  “of  the  vote 
“  respecting  his  Excellency  ”  and  others,  a  resolution 
was  adopted  expressive  of  a  sense  “  of  the  honor  done 
“  to  the  Society  by  his  becoming  a  member  thereof.” 

The  President  having  then  submitted  the  letter 
received  from  Major  L’Enfant,  together  with  the  de¬ 
signs  enclosed,  (b)  the  letter  was  read  from  which  the 
following  relevant  extracts  are  made — 


(a)  Appendix  A,  page  25. 

(b)  Appendix  B,  page  25. 
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“  I  send  you  two  essays  which  I  have  made,  and  I 
“  desire  one  of  them  may  be  adopted  instead  of  the 
“  medal.  In  one  I  make  the  eagle  supporting  a  star 
“  with  thirteen  points,  in  the  centre  of  which  is  the 
“  figure  of  the  medal  with  its  inscriptions,  as  well  in 
“  front  as  on  the  reverse.  A  legend  might  be  added  in 
“  the  claws,  and  go  round  the  neck  of  the  eagle  with  a 
“particular  inscription,  or  the  contour  of  the  medal 
“  transferred  there.  In  the  other,  I  have  simply  the 
“  eagle  supporting  on  its  breast  the  figure  of  the  medal, 
“  with  a  legend  in  his  claws  and  about  the  neck,  which 
“  passes  behind  and  sustains  the  reverse.  I  prefer  the 
“  latter,  as  it  does  not  resemble  any  other  order,  and 
“bears  a  distinct  character,  nor  will  it  be  expensive  in 
“  the  execution  *  *  * 

*  *  *  “S0  far  from  proposing  to  change  the 

“  oval  medal  into  an  eagle  on  which  shall  be  impressed 
“  the  medal,  I  do  not  pretend  to  say  medals  cannot  be 
“  made.  On  the  contrary ,  my  idea  is  that  silver  medals 
“  should  be  struck  at  the  common  expense  of  the  Society , 
“  and  distributed  one  to  each  member ,  as  an  appendage  to 
“  a  diploma  of  parchment ,  whereon  it  would  be  proper  to 
“  stamp  the  figure  of  the  medal,  the  eagle  or  star  in  its 
“  full  dimensions  and  properly  coloured,  enjoming  the 
“  members  to  conform  to  it,  though  leaving  them  at  liberty, 
“  provided  it  be  at  their  own  expense,  of  having  it  made 
“  of  such  metal,  and  as  small  as  they  please,  without 
“  altering  any  of  the  emblems.  It  seems  to  me  by  no 
“  means  proper  that  the  HONORARY  MEMBERS  should 
“  wear  the  order  in  the  same  manner  as  THE  ORIGINAL 
“  MEMBERS  ;  it  would  be  necessary  that  they  shoidd  wear 
“  the  medal,  the  star,  or  the  eagle,  round  their  necks,  and 
“  the  original  members,  at  the  third  button  hole." 

“  N.  B.  The  head  and  tail  of  the  eagle  should  be 
“  silver ,  or  enamelled  in  white ,  the  body  and  wings  gold, 
“  the  medal  on  its  breast  and  back  enamelled  in  the  same 
“  colour  as  the  legend ;  sprigs  of  laurel  and  oak  might  be 
“  added  in  the  wings  enamelled  in  green  ;  the  star  should 
“  be  pointed  in  gold  or  enamelled  in  blue  or  white ; 
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“those  who  would  be  at  the  expense  might  instead  of 
“  white,  have  diamonds.  The  riband,  as  is  customary 
“  in  all  orders,  should  be  watered.” 

“  A  medal,  whether  round  or  oval,  is  considered,  in 
“  the  different  states  of  Europe ,  only  as  a  reward  of  the 
“  laborer  and  the  artist,  or  as  a  sign  of  a  manufacturing 
“  community,  or  religious  society  ;  besides,  the  abusive 
“  custom  prevailing,  particularly  in  Germany  and  Italy, 
“  of  sending  to  France  mountebanks,  dancers  and  mu- 
“  sicians,  ornamented  in  this  manner,  renders  it  neces- 
“  sary  to  distinguish  this  order  by  a  form  which  shall 
“  be  peculiar  to  itself,  &c. 

******  “A  gentleman  already  invested 
“  with  any  European  order  would  be  unwilling  to  carry 
“  a  medal,  but  if,  flattered  by  receiving  a  mark  of  dis- 
“  tinction  from  a  respectable  society,  he  should  do  it, 
u  the  manner  of  it  would  by  no  means  increase  the 
“  value  of  the  order.  On  the  contrary,  giving  it  a  new 
“  and  particular  form,  will  be  adding  a  recommendation 
“  to  its  real  value,  and  engage  those  invested  with  it  to 
“wear  it  in  the  same  manner  as  their  other  military 
“  orders ,  which  is  the  surest  means  of  putting  it  at  once 
“  on  a  footing  with  them.” 

The  record  proceeds:  “ Resolved .  That  the  bald 
“  eagle  carrying  the  emblems  on  its  breast,  be  established 
“  as  the  order  of  the  Society ,  and  that  the  ideas  of  Major 
“  L’ Enfant  respecting  it,  and  the  manner  of  its  being  worn 
“  by  the  members,  be  adopted.  That  the  order  be  of  the 
“  same  size,  and  in  every  respect  conformable  to  the  said 
“  design,  which  for  that  purpose  is  certified  by  the  Baron 
“  de  Steuben,  President  of  this  convention,  and  to  be 
“  deposited  in  the  archives  of  the  Society  as  the  original, 
“  from  which  all  copies  are  to  be  made.  Also  that  silver 
“  medals,  not  exceeding  the  size  of  a  Spanish  milled  dollar, 
“  with  the  emblems  as  designed  by  Major  L’ Enfant,  and 
“  certified  by  the  President,  be  given  to  each  and  every 
“  member  of  the  Society ,*  together  with  a  diploma  on 
“ parchment ,  whereon  shall  be  impressed  the  exact 

*  The  medal  containing  the  order  of  the  Society,  given  to  every  member,  and 
referred  to  as  having  been  received  by  the  French  gentlemen,  in  the  letter  of  Gen’l 
Washington  to  the  Count  d’Estaing  May  17th,  1783.  See  note  b  post  page  20  and 
Minutes  General  Society  1887,  page  19. 
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“  figures  of  the  order  and  medal  as  above  mentioned  ; 
“  any  thing  in  the  original  institution  respecting  gold 
“  medals,  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.” 

After  thanks  returned  to  Major  L’ Enfant,  with  a 
request  that  he  continue  his  assistance,  and  a  minute 
of  routine  business,  the  record  of  the  Convention  closes 
with  these  words : — “  The  principal  objects  of  its  ap- 
“  pointment,  being  thus  accomplished,  the  members  of 
“  this  Convention  think  fit  to  dissolve  the  same,  and  it 
“  is  hereby  dissolved  accordingly.”  (a)  f 

Here,  both  by  language  and  act  indelibly  impressed 
by  the  Founders  themselves  upon  the  supplement 
of  the  Institution,  is  the  infallible  record  of  the 
indisputable  distinction  ordained  between  the  Officers 
of  the  American  Army  as  constituent  members  of  the 
Cincinnati  Society  and  the  Officers  of  the  French  Army 
as  its  honorary  members.  This  is  not  all.  Having 
distinguished  between  them,  and  dictated  to  each,  as 
an  outward  sign  of  their  difference,  a  different  mode  of 
their  wearing  the  Insignia,  they  directed  that  a  silver 
medal  containing  the  order  of  the  Society,  minutely 
described,  with  a  Diploma  on  parchment,  should  be 
given  indiscriminately  to  all.* * 

The  possibility  that  the  Founders  by  “members” 
referred  to  a  membership  of  the  Society  without  ex¬ 
istence  at  the  time,  or  that  Major  L’ Enfant,  in  distin¬ 
guishing  their  different  grades,  referred  to  a  membership 
of  the  Society  without  existence  when  he  wrote,  is 
opposed  to  the  recorded  event  of  its  birth. 

An  association  of  persons  being  its  essential  pre¬ 
requisite,  the  law  they  appoint  defines  the  Society ;  and 
the  American  Officers  who,  on  the  13th  of  May,  1783, 

(a)  Appendix  C,  page  29. 

tThe  word  “members,”  where  used  by  the  Convention,  in  the  Institution,  in 
the  correspondence  of  the  Society,  or  elsewhere,  was  applied  indiscriminately  to 
both  or  either  of  its  varieties. 

*  See  letter  of  Col.  Aaron  Ogden,  President-General  of  the  General  Society, 
and  an  eminent  jurist  replying  May  22,  1837  (after  the  recorded  rejection 
of  the  Amended  Institution),  to  an  inquiry  by  the  New  York  Society,  whether 
a  person  was  admissible  as  a  member  of  the  Society,  who  applied  in  the  right  of 
his  father,  who  had  served  with  the  Duke  de  Luzerne,  in  which  he  says : — “ Besides^ 
“  there  is  no  provision  that  the  right  of  membership  should  descend  to  the  posterity 
“  of  the  persons  designated  in  the  enclosed  provision  ” — (an  extract  from  the  Orig¬ 
inal  Institution,  naming  with  others  the  Chevalier  de  Luzerne  and  certain  French 
Officers  of  the  Count  de  Rochambeau’s  Army,  to  whom  the  medal  was  to  be  sent, 
and  who  were  considered  as  members)  “and  the  adoption  of  such  a  rule  now, 
“might  place  the  Society  in  great  future  difficulties;  but  if  otherwise,  this  right 
“  can  only  be  proved  by  the  production  of  the  medal ,  -which  -was  doubtless  sent  to 
every  officer  in  the  French  Army  -who  -was  entitled  to  it.  or  accounting  for  its  loss.” 
See  Appendix  E,  page  36. 
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adopted  at  the  Cantonment  of  the  Army  on  Hudson’s 
River  the  Institution  of  the  Cincinnati,  assumed  the 
prerogatives  of  members  of  the  Society  they  created. 
As  “  the  Society,”  they  did  “  themselves  the  honor  to 
consider  as  members”  certain  of  the  representatives 
and  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  France  ;  they 
prescribed  to  the  respective  State  lines  the  requisites 
of  membership,  and  provided  that  a  copy  of  the  “  a  fore- 
“  going  Institution  ”  should  “  be  given  to  the  senior  offi- 
“  cer  of  each,  and  that”  the  proceedings  thereon”  be 
transmitted  “  to  the  commanding  officer  of  the  South- 
“  ern  Army,  and  the  senior  officers  in  each  State  from 
“  Pennsylvania  to  Georgia,  inclusive,  and  to  the  com- 
“  manding  officer  of  the  Rhode  Island  line”  ;  and  they 
solicited  by  committee  his  Excellency  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,  “  to  honor  the  Society  by  placing 
“  his  name  at  the  head  of  a  copy  of  the  Institu- 
“  tion.”  Having  previously  considered  absolute  the 
membership  of  the  representatives  and  officers  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  of  France,  that  the  signatures 
of  the  American  Officers  in  assertion  of  their  own, 
were  inscribed  on  the  charter  of  the  Society  they 
had  framed,  the  contemporary  list  headed  with  the 
name  of  General  Washington  attests.  On  the  19th  of 
the  following  June,  at  the  call  of  the  President,  they 
reconvened  as  “  a  Convention  for  establishing  the 
“Society  of  the  Cincinnati”;  and  having  in  that 
capacity  substituted  another,  for  one  of  the  chief 
features  of  the  Institution,  and  added  others  thereto, 
as  members  they  clothed  his  Excellency  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief  with  the  authority  of  President-Gen¬ 
eral,  and  by  the  election  of  a  Treasurer-General  and  a 
Secretary-General,  completed  the  organization  of  the 
Society. 

Thus  were  the  vital  functions  of  an  organized 
Society  employed  by  its  members  on  the  13th  of  May 
and  the  19th  of  June,  1783,  in  the  creation  of  commit¬ 
tees,  in  the  election  of  members,  in  measures  of  exten¬ 
sion  through  the  establishment  of  State  Societies,  and 
in  the  appointment  and  election  of  a  full  official  staff. 


Nor  is  there  this  evidence  only  that  membership  in 
the  Cincinnati  was  coincident  with  the  adoption  of  its 
Institution.  The  Societies  of  some  of  the  States  were 
instituted  at  the  Cantonment  of  the  Army.  Of  these, 
the  Society  of  New  York  had  its  inception  in  the  sig¬ 
natures  of  the  officers  of  the  New  York  line  to  the 
Institution,  on  the  days  contemporary  with  its  adop¬ 
tion.  Its  first  meeting  was  held  on  the  9th  of  June 
following,  and  consisted,  as  the  record  shows,  of  the 
officers  of  the  1st  and  2nd  New  York  Regiments  of 
Infantry,  who  having  previously  signed  the  Institution, 
were  members  of  the  Cincinnati  Society. 

The  letter  itself  bears  no  uncertain  sense.*  When 
defining  the  disadvantages  of  the  medal  as  an  order,  in 
the  estimate  of  “  the  different  States  of  Europe  ”  ;  its 
dislike  by  “  a  gentleman  already  invested  with  any  Eu¬ 
ropean  order” ;  and  the  congruity  of  its  opposite  with 
u  other  military  orders  ”  of  Europe,  it  establishes  Euro¬ 
peans  the  arbiters  of  selection.  The  French  gentlemen 
were  the  only  Europeans  then  admitted,  or  by  the 
Institution  admissible  as  members  of  the  Society ;  and 
the  reasons  for  adopting  a  different  order  therefore, 
being  pertinent  to  them  alone,  designate  them  as  the 
members  of  the  Society  between  whom  and  the  Am¬ 
erican  Officers,  the  distinction  was  drawn. 

Plainly,  then,  when  Major  L’Enfant,  in  his  letter 
of  June  10th,  1783,  distinguished  between  the 

il  Original”  and  the  il  Honorary”  members  of  the 
Society,  its  actual  members  consisted  of  both  classes. 
Nor  can  it  be  doubted  that  he,  an  original  member 
cognizant  of  their  existence,  referred  to  the  realities 
of  an  adult  present,  and  not  to  the  possibilities  of  an 
embryonic  future. 

The  reference  in  the  resolution  of  the  constituent 
Convention  of  June  19th,  1783,  to  “the  members”  of 
the  Society,  obviously  includes  those  “  considered 
“as  members”  on  the  13th  of  the  previous  month; 
and  its  designation  of  the  different  modes  in  which 
the  order  should  be  worn,  not  only  recognizes  Major 


*  See  extract  from  letter,  page  8. 
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L’Enfant’s  discrimination  between  the  original  and 
honorary  members  of  the  Society  at  the  date  of  his 
letter,  but  applies  it  unmistakably  to  them.  That 
this  action  was  predicable  of  the  members  of  which 
the  Society  then  consisted,  is  supported  by  the  author¬ 
ity  of  the  American  Cyclopaedia  (vol.  iv,  p.  596),  which 
represents  its  Founders  to  have  organized  the  Society 
concurrently  with  the  adoption  of  its  Institution;  and 
states  that  “  the  honors  of  life  membership  were  con¬ 
ferred  upon  a  number  of  French  Officers”;  it  is 
supported  by  the  authority  of  Col.  Aaron  Ogden, 
an  Original  Member,  who  as  a  delegate  to  the  first 
general  meeting  in  1784,  to  repair  the  omission  in 
the  Original  Institution,  proposed  to  establish  by  the 
Amended  Institution,  a  Society  in  France,  when  as 
President-General  of  the  Society,  he  in  1837  substan¬ 
tially  decided  that  its  members  at  the  inception  of  the 
Society,  were  composed  of  its  Founders  and  of  the 
gentlemen  of  France,  whom  they  created  members  for 
life  ;*  it  is  supported  by  the  authority  of  the  General 
Society,  which  affirmed  in  effect  the  French  Officers 
to  have  been  for  their  own  lives  only ,  members  contem¬ 
porary  with  the  Institution  of  1783,  when  adopting 
the  report  of  the  Secretary-General  that  the  members 
of  the  Society  consisted,  under  the  original  Institu¬ 
tion,  exclusively  of  the  officers  of  the  American  Army, 
and  of  those  of  them  who  were  foreigners,  with  their 
eldest  male  posterity  of  lineal  descent  and  in  the  col¬ 
lateral  branches  judged  worthy,  and  of  honorary  mem¬ 
bers  for  their  own  lives  only;  and  which  pronounced 
their  final  extinction  by  its  refusal  to  enumerate 
either  them  or  their  descendants  among  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Society  in  1848  ;f  it  is  not  only  sup¬ 
ported,  but  maintained  by  the  authority  of  the  Mar¬ 
quis  de  la  Fayette,  the  illustrious  Chief  of  the  Orignal 
Members  of  the  Cincinnati  in  France,  who  recognized 
the  Founders  of  the  Society  as  members  at  its  forma¬ 
tion,  and  distinguished  between  them  and  their  coevals, 
the  French  life  members,  when  in  1825  he  applied  to 


*  See  Appendix  E.  page  36. 
t  See  Appendix  F,  page  38. 
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the  Society  in  New  York  for  the  admission  of  a  French 
officer,  the  Baron  D'Aurier,  who  had  served  during  the 
War  of  the  Revolution  in  the  French  Army  under 
the  command  of  the  Count  de  Rochambeau,  as  an 
honorary  member. % 

The  spirit  which  animates  the  Society  of  the  Cincin¬ 
nati  is  purely  American.  Its  Institution  is  a  perennial 
plant  indiginous  to  American  soil,  vigorous  and  fruitful 
in  its  native  bed,  but  languid  and  lifeless  in  an  alien 
clime.  The  objection  of  the  American  officers  to  the 
“Amended  Institution  ”  lay  not  in  its  direction  to  the 
officers  of  France  of  a  membership  for  life  which 
previously  had  been  theirs,  but  in  its  restriction  to 
their  own  lives  only,  of  a  memorial  they  designed  in 
the  Society  they  had  founded,  should  endure  in  the 
lives  of  their  posterity,  forever. 

The  purpose  of  the  constituent  meeting  of  1783,  is 
obvious  in  the  contrast  of  its  omission  either  to  create 
or  provide  for  an  organization  of  the  French  Officers, 
or  for  their  incorporation  in  the  General  Society,  with 
the  authority  with  which  they  were  expressly  empow¬ 
ered  by  the  “Amended  Institution”  of  1784,  to  erect  a 
separate  Society  in  France,  and  to  regulate  and  govern 
it  by  rules  in  conformity  with  “the  objects  of  the  Insti¬ 
tution,  and  the  spirit  of  their  government  ”  (1).  This 
purpose  was  persistently  withstood  by  the  agreement  of 
the  meeting  of  May,  1784,  that  the  “Amended  Institu¬ 
tion  ”  then  reported  should  be  “  the  Institution  by 
“  which  the  Cincinnati  shall  in  future  be  governed  (2) ;  ” 
by  the  resolution  “  that  the  officers  of  his  Most  Christian 
“Majesty’s  Army  and  Navy,  who  have  served  in 
“America,  and  who  were  promoted  to  the  rank  of 
“  colonel  for  special  services,  are  comprehended  in 
“  the  Institution  of  the  Cincinnati  as  altered  and 
“  amended  (3);”  by  a  recognition  of  the  title  of  cer¬ 
tain  named  French  gentlemen  to  become  members 
of  the  Society  under  the  Institution  as  amended  (4) ; 

X  See  Appendix  D,  page  35. 

(1)  Minutes  General  Society  1784,  page  14. 

(2)  Minutes  General  Society  1784.  page  12. 

(3)  Minutes  General  Society  1784,  page  16. 

(4)  Minutes  General  Society  1784,  page  20. 
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by  the  resolution  “  that  a  Committee  of  three  be 
“  appointed  to  report  the  extracts  from  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  the  meeting”  “necessary  to  be  sent  to  the 
“  Society  in  France  (5) ;  ”  by  the  declaration  of  their  pos¬ 
session  of  various  papers  from  foreign  gentlemen,  “  which 
“  ought  to  be  referred  to  the  Society  in  France  (6) ;  ” 
by  the  direction  of  1787  that  diplomas  of  member¬ 
ship  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  marines,  and  the 
naval  and  land  officers  of  the  Armies  of  France  which 
co-operated  with  the  Armies  of  America  during  the 
Revolution  (7) ;  and  by  the  resolution  of  the  Triennial 
meeting  in  1790,  to  the  effect  that  the  claims  of  French 
gentlemen  then  before  them  in  general  meeting,  for 
admission  as  members  of  the  Society,  be  referred  to 
the  Counts  d’Estaing  and  de  Rochambeau  and  the 
Marquis  de  la  Fayette  to  decide  thereon,  and  “that 
“  on  their  certificate  of  approval  diplomas  be  trans- 
“  mitted  to  them.”  (8) 

Understanding  of  the  French  Officers  iden¬ 
tical  WITH  THAT  OF  THE  FOUNDERS. 

That  the  action  of  the  General  Society,  in  making 
the  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  and  the  high  officials 
of  France  named  in  its  proceedings,  Honorary  Members 
thereof,  was  in  that  sense  by  them  understood  and 
entertained,  appears  by  the  fact  that  in  response  to 
their  notification  of  it,  instead  of  an  acceptance  of 
membership,  and  a  tender  of  the  requisite  initiation 
fee  of  one  month’s  pay,  they  expressed  in  a  letter 
written  in  their  name  and  behalf,  by  the  Count  de 
Rochambeau,  January  19th,  1784,  their  thanks  for 
the  honor  conferred,  their  proposal  to  cement  in 
perpetuity  the  union  achieved  between  America 
and  France,  and  their  sympathy  with  the  charitable 
objects  of  the  Society;  and  enclosed  “a  unanimous 
and  voluntary  subscription  ”  of  the  sums  set  to 
their  respective  names,  for  the  relief  and  “  benefit 
of  the  unfortunate  officers  of  the  American  Army,” 

(5)  Minutes  General  Society  1784,  page  21. 

(6)  Minutes  General  Society  1784,  page  15. 

(7)  Minutes  General  Society  1787,  page  30. 

(8)  Minutes  General  Society  1790,  page  43. 
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accompanied  with  the  hope  that  the  “  moderate 
“  sums  sent  for  such  a  praiseworthy  object  ”  will  not  be 
disapproved  (i).  (a)  That  this  letter  was  transmitted 
by  the  Count,  and  received  by  the  Society,  in  the 
interval  between  the  meeting  in  May,  1783,  and  that 
in  May,  1784,  may  be  inferred  from  the  fact  that  among 
the  letters  and  papers  reported  at  the  meeting  in  1784 
to  have  been  received  from  the  Count  de  Rocham- 
beau,  the  Count  d’Estaing,  the  Baron  de  Viomenil, 
the  Marquis  de  la  Fayette  and  other  French  gentle¬ 
men,  necessary  to  be  acknowledged  and  answered, 
appears  on  its  minutes,  to  have  been  this  letter  of  the 
Count  de  Rochambeau  of  the  19th  of  January,  1784, 
“  with  enclosures  (2) ;  ”  while  the  letter  of  General 
Washington  in  reply,  as  President-General  of  the 
Society,  “signed  in  the  General  Assembly”  under  date 
of  May  15th,  1784,  wherein  he  declares  the  reception 
of  the  sums  subscribed  by  the  French  Officers  and 
transmitted  by  the  Count,  “  to  be  incompatible  with 
“the  confederation  of  the  United  States,”  and  declines 
to  receive  them  “  as  contrary  to  the  Original  Institution 
“  of  this  Society  to  receive  sums  of  money  from  foreign 
“  nations  though  in  alliance  ”  (3)  is  conclusive  that 
neither  by  the  Founders  of  the  Cincinnati  in  their 
action  under  the  “Original  Institution”  in  1783,  nor 
by  the  French  Officers  when  notified  of  it,  was  it 
intended  by  the  one  to  make  any  than  Honorary 
Members  of  the  French  Officers,  nor  by  the  other  was 
it  understood  that  they  had  received  a  superior  right. 

That  the  subscriptions  of  the  French  Officers  for¬ 
warded  by  the  Count  de  Rochambeau  are  referable 
exclusively  to  the  action  of  the  Society  under  the 
Institution  of  1783,  and  were  construed  purely  as  a 
benevolence,  responsive  to  the  honor  implied  in  a 
nominal  membership,  may  be  reasonably  presumed 
from  their  official  direction  in  1784  to  the  funds  of  the 
French  Society  then  first  instituted  with  power  to  re- 

(1)  See  letter  in  Baron  Girardot’s  Book.  Minutes  Gen’l  Society  1887,  p.  19. 

(a)  The  Chevalier  de  la  Luzerne  also  signified  simply  an  acceptance.  New 

York  Book  of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuyler)  page  21.  Appendix  C,  page  30. 

(2)  Minutes  of  Triennial  Meeting  of  General  Society  1887,  page  19,  and  see 

Minutes  General  Society  1784.  page  8. 

(3)  Minutes  of  Triennial  Meeting  of  General  Society  1887,  page  19.  Baron 

Girardot’s  Book. 
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ceive  them  (i)  and  is  inflexibly  enforced  by  the  words  of 
General  Washington  that  their  reception  “  is  contrary  to 
“the  Original  Institution  of  the  Society,”  which  forbid 
their  reference  to  any  right  granted  by  the  “  Amended 
Institution,”  and  imperatively  restrict  it  to  the  ac¬ 
knowledgment  of  an  honor,  which  the  French  Officers 
were  informed,  had  been  conferred  on  them  by  the 
Institution  of  1783. 

To  the  notification  of  the  distinction  extended  to 
them  by  the  “  Original  Institution,”  the  French  Officers 
responded  with  their  sympathy  in  its  charitable  objects, 
and  contributed  a  donative  to  them  ;  but  when  notified 
of  the  adoption  of  the  “  Amended  Institution  ”  and  that 
they  had  become  eligible  to  membership  in  the  Society, 
the  names  of  the  officers  proposed  for  admission,  forth¬ 
with  were  transmitted  from  France  by  the  Count  de 
Rochambeau  to  the  Society  in  America  (2).  In  this 
contrast  there  is  ample  evidence  that  the  Officers  of 
France  understood  their  preferment  by  the  “Original 
Institution,”  to  be  only  an  honorary  distinction,  but 
that  by  the  “Amended  Institution,”  they  were  in¬ 
vested  with  full  membership  in  the  Society,  (a) 

Confirmatory  Proceedings  of  the  General 
Society  and  its  Correspondence  from 
1783  to  1800  INCLUSIVE. 

But  the  letters  prepared  by  a  Committee  (Mr. 
Smith,  Mr.  Williams  and  Mr.  Knox),  laid  before  the 
meeting,  (3)  and  with  its  approval,  signed  by  General 
Washington,  President-General  of  the  Society,  in  reply 
to  those  of  the  Counts  de  Rochambeau  and  d’Estaing, 
the  Baron  de  Vomenil  and  the  Marquis  de  la  Fayette 


(1)  Minutes  General  Society  1887,  page  19. 

(2)  Letter  of  Count  de  Rochambeau,  Aug.  23d,  1784,  Baron  Girardot’s  Book. 

(a)  Long  after  the  formal  announcement  by  the  General  Society  in  1800  of  the 

failure  of  the  Amended  Institution,  and  its  official  Exequatur  of  the  unimpaired  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Original  Institution,  the  nature  of  the  membership  with  which  it  in¬ 
vested  the  French  Officers,  was  recognized  and  observed  by  General  the  Marquis 
de  la  Fayette  when,  on  his  visit  to  this  country  in  1825,  representing  to  the  New 
York  Society  (near  fifty  of  its  original  members  surviving)  that  Baron  D' Aurier,  a 
Lieu’t-General  in  the  Armies  of  France  had  served  during  the  war  of  the  Revolu¬ 
tion  as  an  officer  of  distinguished  merit  in  the  French  Army  commanded  by  the 
Count  de  Rochambeau,  he  applied  to  it  for  his  admission  as  an  honorary  member 
of  the  Cincinnati  Society,  and  became  on  request,  the  bearer  to  the  Baron  of  a 
copy  of  the  resolution  of  his  admission,  and  of  a  diploma  as  such  (New  Y  ork  Book 
of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuyler)  page  107)  see  Appendix  D,  page  35. 

(3)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  pages  15-20. 


(i)  hereinbefore  referred  to,  cast  a  stronger  light  upon 
the  nature  of  the  relations  between  the  General  Society 
and  the  Officers  of  France,  as  they  subsisted  at  the 
respective  periods  before  and  after  the  adoption  of  the 
“Amended  Institution  ”  in  1784.  Under  their  re¬ 
spective  dates  of  May  15th  and  17th,  they  were  signed 
by  General  Washington  in  his  official  capacity,  and 
transmitted  each  to  its  particular  address.  Together 
with  the  minutes  of  the  General  Society,  (2)  they 
reveal  that  the  gentlemen  of  France,  whom  the  founders 
of  the  Cincinnati  Society  did  “  themselves  the  honor 
to  consider  as  members,”  had  organized  a  “meeting” 
or  “  society,”  supposed  to  be  destitute  of  power  by  “  the 
claims  ”  and  “  the  memorials,  petitions  and  letters  rela¬ 
tive  to  those  claims,”  they  themselves  preferred  to  the 
General  Society  for  succor  and  relief.  These  appeals, 
though  properly  directed  to  the  General  Society  when 
made,  were  neither  entertained  nor  discussed  at  its 
meeting  in  1784,  but  were  remitted  to  the  French 
Society,  with  the  intelligence  of  its  accession  under 
the  “Amended  Institution,”  to  the  power  of  self  relief. 
The  letters  are  uniformly  expressive  of  a  distinction 
between  “  the  meeting  ”  in  France  under  the  “  Original 
Institution”  of  1783,  and  the  meeting  under  the 
“Amended  Institution”  of  1784;  by  the  last  of  which 
it  was  assumed,  the  first  had  been  superseded.  There 
being  no  inherent  authority  in  a  meeting  of  honorary 
members,  no  remedial  power  was  predicated  of  it;  and 
the  questions  propounded,  and  the  claims  preferred, 
were  therefore  returned  to  the  meeting  in  France,  then 
first  provisionally  enabled  by  the  “  Amended  Institu¬ 
tion,”  with  the  functions  of  primary  membership.  The 
uniformity  of  tenor  to  this  effect,  of  these  several  letters 
is  observable  in  all,  and  plainly  pronounced  in  that  to  the 
Marquis  de  la  Fayette.  “The  meetings  of  the  Society 
“  in  France  being  now,  distinctly  considered  in  all 
“  respects,  of  the  same  authority  as  the  State  meetings, 
“  no  claims  will  in  future  be  determined  in  the  general 


(1)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1887,  pages  19-20. 

(2)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  passim. 
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“  meeting,  and  all  claimants  must  apply  to  the  meeting 
“  of  the  state  or  country  where  they  reside.  Those 
‘‘meetings  alone  are  to  judge  of  the  qualifications  of 
“  members  of  the  Society,  and  to  execute  the  benevo¬ 
lent  intentions  of  our  institution.” 

Nor  should  the  fact  be  forgotten  that  these  letters 
to  the  Counts  de  Rochambeau  and  d’Estaing,  the 
Baron  de  Vomenil  and  the  Marquis  de  la  Fayette,  are 
in  reply  to  theirs,  sent  from  France  in  the  interval 
between  the  notice  conveyed  to  the  officers  of  France, 
of  the  honorary  distinction  conferred  on  them  by  the 
Institution  of  1783,  and  the  adoption  of  the  “  Amended 
Institution”  in  1784.  As  theirs  is  the  vehicle  of 
“memorials  and  petitions”  for  relief,  and  of  “claims” 
presented,  each  of  them  attests  the  inability  of  the 
Society  it  represents.  Surely  no  stronger  testimony 
than  this  admission  of  incompetency  is  needed  of  the 
abnormal  character  of  the  Society  in  France  under  the 
“  Original  Institution.”  Yet,  that  no  membership  in  the 
Society  was  understood  by  its  constituents  to  have  been 
conferred  on  the  high  officials  and  officers  of  France 
named  in  the  “Original  Institution,”  still  stronger  evi¬ 
dence  is  at  hand,  not  only  in  the  fact  that  no  French 
Society  is  included  among  the  State  Societies  appealed 
to  by  the  General  Society  in  the  Circulars  of  1784,  1788 
and  1796,  or  in  the  resolutions  of  1784,  1790-1791  and 
1 793,  W  as  necessary  to  ratify  the  “Amended  Institu¬ 
tion,”  but  in  the  fact  of  its  more  significant  exclusion, 
in  the  Circular  of  1788,  from  the  list  of  Societies  whose 
“  unanimous  vote  ”  was  asserted  by  them,  to  be  necessary 
to  the  establishment  of  “  a  permanent  constitution  (2)  ;  ” 
which,  together  with  the  ascription  in  1800,  of  the 
rejection  of  the  “Amended  Institution”  exclusively  to 
the  refusal  of  the  State  Societies  to  accept  it,  (3)  form 
a  cohessive  chain  of  irrefutable  proof. 

Anterior  to  the  circular  letter  of  1784,  and  but  once, 
was  the  meeting  in  France  named  among  the  meet¬ 
ings  to  which  it  was  directed  to  be  sent ;  while  in  two 


(1)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  1788,  1790,  1791,  1793,  1796. 
(a)  Minutes  General  Society  1788,  page  40. 

(3)  Minutes  General  Society  1800,  page  65. 
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instances,  contemporary  therewith,  its  absence  is  notable 
of  a  design  to  exclude  it  from  the  list  of  those  to  which 
ultimately  it  was  thought  necessary  to  submit  for  ratifi¬ 
cation,  “the  Institution  as  altered  and  amended ”  (i). 
Its  occurrent  association  with  the  State  meetings,  in 
the  letter  of  General  Washington  to  the  Marquis  de  la 
Fayette  (2),  recommending  to  them  the  Amended 
Institution  “for  concurrence  and  ratification,”  is  dis¬ 
armed  by  the  contiguous  declaration  pregnant  with  the 
knowledge  of  its  previous  impotence,  that  the  Society 
in  France  is  “  now  distinctly  considered  in  all  respects, 
“as  of  the  same  authority  as  the  State  meetings.” 

Service  in  “the  American  Army,”  the  animating 
principle  of  the  Cincinnati  Society,  was  an  attribute, 
neither  of  the  officers  of  the  “cooperating”  French 
Army  and  Navy,  nor  of  their  Excellencies,  the  Chev¬ 
alier  de  la  Luzerne  and  the  Sieur  Gerard,  Plenipoten¬ 
tiaries  of  France ;  and  their  conjunctive  distinction 
indicates  strongly  the  considerate  design  to  bestow 
upon  them,  (grateful  for  their  “  generous  assistance,”) 
the  honorable  hospitality  of  nominal  membership. 

The  General  Society  represents  acceptably  the 
integrity  of  the  Cincinnati  and  its  Triennial  Meeting  is 
the  legitimate  expression  of  their  unity.  The  INSTI¬ 
TUTION  therefore,  which  confines  the  one  exclusively 
within  the  circuit  of  the  State  Societies,  and  restricts 
the  other  to  delegates  from  them  alone,  bears  intrinsic 
assurance  that  no  Society  in  France  is  comprehended 
an  integrant  part  of  the  Society  in  America,  (a) 


(1)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  pages  15-20. 

(2)  Minutes  General  Society  1887,  page  20. 

(a)  To  the  fact  that  the  “  Original  Institution”  comprised  no  French  Society 
among  the  components  of  the  General  Society  and  admitted  no  delegates  from  one 
to  its  Triennial  Meeting,  it  may  be  objected  that  neither  was  the  French  Society  of 
the  “Amended  Institution”  recognized  by  it  in  its  structure  of  the  Society,  nor 
authorized  to  send  delegates  to  its  Triennial  Meeting  ;  and  therefore,  that  its  want 
of  representation  under  the  “  Original  Institution,”  in  proof  of  there  having  been 
no  French  Society  is  without  avail. 

It  is  answered  that  the  letters  of  General  Washington,  President  of  the  General 
Society,  by  order  of  the  Triennial  Meeting  which  enacted  the  “Amended  Institu¬ 
tion, ”to  the  Baron  de  Viomenil  the  Count  d’Estaing,  and  to  the  Marquis  de  la 
Fayette,  (Minutes  General  Society  1887,  pp.  19-20)  show  that  the  French  Society 
was  understood  to  have,  and  was  accordingly  conceded  by  the  constituent 
meeting,  all  the  powers  of  the  State  Societies. 

Says  the  letter  to  the  Baron  de  Viomenil,  “  The  members  of  the  Society  in 
“  France,  will  in  future,  hold  meetings  there,  as  we  do  in  these  States.” 

Says  the  letter  to  the  Count  d’Estaing,  “The  meeting  of  the  Society  in  France, 
“is  conceived  to  be  in  a  situation  similar  to  those  in  the  States  in  America.” 

Says  the  letter  to  the  Marquis  de  la  Fayette,  “  The  meetings  of  the  Society  in 
“  France  being  now  distinctly  considered  in  all  respects^  of  the  same  authority  as 
“  the  State  meetings.” 
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It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  authors  of  the 
Amended  Institution,  had  they  been  conscious  of  the 
existence  of  a  French  Society  of  powers  coordinate 
with  those  of  the  States,  would,  when  including  those 
who  had  been  admitted  to  the  State  Societies,  have 
rejected  those  who  had  been  admitted  to  the  Society 
in  France.  It  is  palpable  therefore,  that  the  Amended 
Institution,  by  defining  its  membership  to  include  “  such 
“  other  persons  who  have  been  admitted  to  the  re¬ 
spective  State  meetings  (i)  ;  ”  furnishes  inherent  evi¬ 
dence  that  a  French  Society  was  a  thing  unknown  to 
the  Founders  of  the  Cincinnati,  (b) 

In  this  connection  it  should  be  observed  that,  in 
addition  to  the  several  cases  cited  by  my  distinguished 
predecessor,  in  his  letter  to  the  Society  of  May  13th, 
1892,  of  the  assumption  by  the  General  Society  in  1784 
of  the  extinction  of  the  Institution  of  1783  ;  supple¬ 
mented  as  they  may  be  by  the  resolution  of  1790,  by 
which  the  claims  of  the  “  French  gentlemen  now  before 
“  the  meeting  for  admission  as  members  ”  (2)  are  refer¬ 
red  to  the  Counts  de  Rochambeau  and  d’Estaing  and 
the  Marquis  de  la  Fayette  with  power,  and  supported  as 
they  are  by  the  agreement  of  1784  that  the  “Amended 
Institution  ”  then  reported  should  be  “  the  Institution 
“  by  which  the  Cincinnati  shall  in  future  be  governed,” 
(3)  each  of  the  letters  quoted  of  General  Washington 
ascribes  to  the  “  Amended  Institution,”  an  absolute 
jurisdiction. 

(1)  Minutes  General  Society,  page  13. 

(b)  A  silver  medal  containing  the  Order  of  the  Society  had,  by  the  direction 
of  the  “Original  Institution,”  been  transmitted  as  a  testimonial  of  “the  generous 
assistance”  of  France,  among  others,  to  certain  of  the  officers  of  her  army,  com¬ 
manded  by  the  Count  de  Rochambeau.  in  attestation  of  their  admission  as  honorary 
members  *  To  dispel  any  doubt  whether  such  officers  “  already  ”  members  of  the 
honorary  grade,  were  designed  to  be  included  among  the  officers  of  the  French 
“land  forces,”  described  by  the  “Amended  Institution,”  as  those  only  of  the 
French  Army  invested  by  it  with  full  membership  in  the  Society,  the  letter  of 
General  Washington  to  the  Count  d’Estaing  (Minutes  of  General  Society  1887, 
p.  19)  declares  that  “the  Society,  careful  that  those  gentlemen  who  had  already 
“  received  the  Order ,  should  not  be  omitted  through  any  mistake,  had  added  ‘and 
“  ‘  such  other  persons  as  had  been  admitted,  &c.’  ”  See  note  *  page  8. 

The  impossibility  of  a  construction  different  from  this,  is  exemplified  by  a 
reference  to  the  “Amended  Institution”  to  which  the  “&c  ”  refers,  and  from 
which  the  phrase  is  extracted  The  words  standing  there  “  and  such  other  persons 
as  had  been  admitted  by  the  State  Societies’1 2 3’’  comprehend  those  only  admitted  by 
them  to  full  membership;  and  as  no  French  officer  could  be  or  ever  had  been 
admitted  to  full  membership  by  the  State  Societies ,  inclusion  among  those  admitted 
by  them  could  not,  as  was  designed,  in  any  sense,  either  secure  or  reinforce  the 
membership  of  the  gentlemen  of  France. 

*  The  medal  referred  to  by  Col.  Aaron  Ogden,  President-General,  in  his  letter 
to  the  New  York  Society  of  May  22,  1837  (see  note  *  page  9  and  Appendix  E),  in 
the  passage Besides  *  *  *  this  right  can  only  be  proved  by  the 

“  production  of  the  medal ,  which  was  doubtless  sent  to  every  French  Officer  who 
“  was  entitled  to  it<,  or  accounting  for  its  loss.” 

(2)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1790,  page  43. 

(3)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  page  12. 
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The  paramount  power  of  the  State  Societies 

CONCEDED  BY  THE  GENERAL  SOCIETY. 

Other  evidence  of  no  doubtful  import  in  the  ser¬ 
ies,  that  the  “ Amended  Institution”  by  which  the 
General  Society  at  their  meeting  in  1784  agreed  that 
“the  Cincinnati  should  in  future  be  governed”  was 
subjected  to  the  condition  of  its  acceptance  by  the 
State  Societies  alone,  appears  not  only  in  the  resolution 
of  that  meeting  that  a  copy  of  the  Circular  letter, 
“  together  with  the  Institution  as  altered  and  amended,” 
be  signed  by  the  President-General  “  and  forwarded  to 
“every  State  Society;”  but  in  the  part  of  their  Circu¬ 
lar  of  that  year  which  appeals  to  “  the  liberality,  the 
“patriotism  and  magnanimity”  of  the  State  Societies 
“for  the  ratification  of  their  proceedings,”  (1)  which, 
together  with  the  words  of  their  Circular  of  1788,  “the 
“  establishing  a  permanent  constitution  which  requires 
“  a  unanimous  vote  of  the  representatives  of  all  the  State 
“Societies”  (2)  complete  the  record  of  their  capitula¬ 
tion  to  the  paramount  power  of  the  State  Societies. 
Repeated  appeals  were  at  recurrent  meetings  of  the 
General  Society  addressed  to  the  recalcitrant  State 
Societies  until  the  year  1800,  when  for  want  of  their 
confirmation,  the  General  Society  announced  the  dis¬ 
sent  of  the  State  Societies  to  the  proposed  “Amended 
Institution,”  and  their  refusal  to  ratify  the  same. 

It  would  seem  that  no  further  proof  of  the  per¬ 
sistence  of  the  General  Society  in  its  purpose  can  be 
required  than  its  relentless  expression  from  1784,  of 
the  demise  of  the  Original  Institution,  in  a  record  of 
fifteen  years  to  its  remission  in  1799  by  the  election 
of  a  Treasurer  and  Assistant  Treasurer  required  by  the 
“  Original  Institution,”  but  renounced  by  the  “Amend¬ 
ed,”  followed  by  the  registry  in  1800  of  its  final  repu¬ 
diation  through  the  refusal  of  the  State  Societies  to 
unite  in  the  celebration  of  the  obsequies. 


(1)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  pages  16-19-ao. 

(2)  Minutes  General  Society  1788,  page  40. 
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It  is  unquestionably  true  that  the  “Amended  Insti¬ 
tution  ”  assumed  to  make  certain  high  officials,  and  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  officers  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  France 
members  of  the  Society;  to  authorize  their  separate 
organization  in  France ;  and  that  an  organization  was 
accordingly  effected,  and  subsequently  recognized  in 
various  ways  by  the  General  Society.  But,  as  has 
been  shown,  such  an  organization  was  not  known  from 
the  adoption  of  the  Institution  in  1783,  to  the  alleged 
adoption  of  the  “Amended  Institution”  in  1784.  The 
evidence  of  its  existence  is  confined  between  the 
date  of  the  first  Triennial  Meeting  of  the  General 
Society  in  May,  1784,  at  which  the  Amended  Institu¬ 
tion  was  proposed,  and  of  that  in  May,  1800,  at  which 
its  defeasance  was  declared  by  “  a  unanimous  vote  ”  that 
the  Institution  of  the  “.Society  remains  as  it  was 
“  originally  proposed  and  adopted  by  the  officers  of 
“  the  American  Army  at  the  Cantonment  on  the  banks 
“  of  the  Hudson  River  in  1783  ”  (1).  The  effect  of  its 
recognition,  in  either  the  proceedings  of  the  Society, 
or  in  its  official  correspondence  must  be  limited  ex-vi- 
termini  to  this  definite  period  of  time. 

Thus  it  is  plain  that  the  life  of  the  “Amended 
Institution,”  depended  solely  on  the  concurrence  of  the 
State  Societies;  in  the  failure  of  which,  the  Society 
in  France  was  summarily  bereft  of  a  hypothetical 
existence. 

The  exceptional  power  of  the  State  Societies 

UNDER  THE  “  ORIGINAL  INSTITUTION  ”  AND 
BY  PRESCRIPTIVE  RIGHT. 

It  may  not  be  thought  irrelevant  here  to  remark 
the  exceptional  power  conferred  on  the  State  Societies 
of  the  Cincinnati,  by  the  “  Original  Institution.”  They 
are  the  sole  judges  of  the  qualification  of  applicants, 
and  are  empowered  to  admit  them  to  membership  in 
the  Society  at  large.  They  may  expel,  for  cause,  any 


(1)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1800,  page  65. 
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member  of  the  Cincinnati  unrestrained  by  locality. 
To  them  alone  is  entrusted  the  power  of  appointing 
Honorary  Members  of  the  Society,  and  each  is  in¬ 
vested  with  the  inalienable  and  irreversible  charter 
right  of  a  Tribunitial  negative  on  any  alteration  of 
the  Institution,  from  which  it  dissents.  Indeed,  the 
extent  of  their  power  cannot  be  more  forcibly  ex¬ 
emplified  than  by  the  unquestionable  magnanimity 
with  which  they  unanimously  included  the  officers  of 
the  Navy  of  the  Revolution,  within  the  pale  of  a 
Society  the  exponent  of  chartered  rights  to  the 
officers  of  the  Army  of  the  Revolution  alone. 

To  THE  REJECTION  OF  THE  “AMENDED  INSTITU¬ 
TION  ”  by  the  State  Societies  is  due 

THE  EXISTENCE  AT  THIS  DAY,  OF 

the  Cincinnati  Society. 

This  inventory  of  powers  is  a  singular  instance 
of  a  part,  endowed  with  the  attributes  of  the  whole. 
Singular  though  it  be,  fortunately,  to  it  the  Society 
is  indebted  for  its  existence.  The  dissent  of  the  State 
Societies  from  the  “Amended  Institution,”  saved  to 
its  members  the  Society  they  enjoy.  What  would 
have  been  the  consequence  of  their  compliance,  may 
now  not  unprofitably  be  considered. 

The  consequence  of  an  acceptance  of  the 
“  Amended  Institution  ”  by  the 
State  Societies. 

A  glance  shows  us,  that  under  the  “  Institution  ” 
as  proposed  with  Amendments,  no  Americans  were 
members  except  “  the  commissioned  and  brevet  offi¬ 
cers  “of  the  Army  and  Navy  of  the  United  States, 
“who  (13th  of  May,  1784)  had  served  three  years, 
“and  who  had  left  the  service  with  reputation;  the 
“  officers  who  were  in  actual  service  at  the  conclusion 
“of  the  war;  and  all  the  principal  staff  officers  of 
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“  the  Continental  Army.’'  There  were  also  made  mem¬ 
bers,  “  the  late  and  present  (May  13th,  1784)  ministers 
“of  his  most  Christian  Majesty  to  the  United  States, 
“  and  the  Generals  and  Colonels  of  regiments  and 
“  legions  of  the  land  forces,  and  all  Admirals  and 
“Captains  of  the  Navy  ranking  as  Colonels,  who  have 
“co-operated  with  the  Armies  of  the  United  States  in 
“  their  exertions  for  liberty ;  and  such  other  persons 
“  who  have  been  admitted  by  the  respective  State 
“meetings”  (1).  It  is  evident  that  a  Society  thus 
constituted,  must  have  expired  with  its  members,  for 
the  want  of  successors ;  and  as  the  last  of  them  must 
haVe  died  many  years  since,  the  Society  of  the  Cincin¬ 
nati  must  have  perished  with  them.  To  the  rejection, 
therefore,  of  the  “Amended  Institution”  by  the  State 
Societies,  is  justly  attributable  the  existence  at  this  day 
of  a  Society,  whose  endurance  in  perpetuity  was  the 
inspiration  of  its  Founders. 

Conclusion. 

From  this  retrospective  view  may  be  derived  the 
conclusion  that  if  the  “Amended  Institution”  had 
been  ratified,  there  had  now  been  no  Society  of  the 
Cincinnati ;  and  that  it  exists,  is  due  alone  to  the  re¬ 
jection  by  the  State  Societies  of  the  alterations  and 
amendments  proposed  to  the  Institution  of  1783 — a 
conclusion  upon  which  logically  rests  the  irrefutable 
proposition,  that  if  the  “  Original  Institution  ”  survives, 
there  never  has  been  a  full  panoplied  Society  of 
the  Cincinnati  in  France;  but  that  if,  annulled  by  the 
“Amended  Institution,”  the  Cincinnati  Society  is 
dead,  and  the  French  Society  died  with  it.  On  which¬ 
ever  horn  therefore,  of  the  dilemma  it  is  placed,  the 
fate  of  the  French  Society  is  the  same. 

Fraternally  yours, 

JOHN  COCHRANE. 

New  York,  July  4th,  1894. 


(1)  Minutes  of  General  Society  1784,  page  13. 
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Appendix  A. 

(See  page  6) 

Pierre  Charles  L’ Enfant  of  France — enlisted  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  1778 — Captain  of  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  1779 — Wounded  at  Savannah, 
October  9th,  1779 — Taken  prisoner  at  Charleston,  12th 
May,  1780 — Exchanged  November,  1780 — Brevetted 
Major,  May  2d,  1783 — Served  to  the  end  of  the  war — 
Died  June  14th,  1825 — His  name  appears  on  the  En¬ 
gineers  Roll  as  an  original  member  of  the  Cincinnati 
Society.  New  York  Book  of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuy¬ 
ler)  page  365. 

Appendix  B. 

(See  page  6) 

Translation  of  Major  L’Enfant’s  letter.  New  York 
Book  of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuyler)  pages  92,  93. 

Philadelphia ,  10th  June ,  ij8j. 

My  General: 

Immediately  on  receiving  your  letter  of  the  20th 
May,  which  I  met  by  accident  at  the  post  office,  on  the 
7th  inst.,  I  set  myself  about  the  plan  of  the  medal.  I 
send  you  both  faces  of  the  design,  which  I  have  made 
large,  so  that  you  may  better  judge  of  them.  In  the 
execution  they  can  be  reduced  to  a  convenient  size, 
which,  on  account  of  the  precision  required  in  the 
design,  ought  not  to  be  less  than  a  dollar,  the  subject 
being  too  complex  to  admit  of  its  being  properly  detailed 
in  a  smaller  compass. 

I  have  not  made  it  oval,  agreeably  to  your  desire,  as 
such  a  form  is  not  proper  for  a  medal ;  besides,  it  can 
be  done  in  the  execution,  if  the  idea  should  be  persisted 
in  of  having  the  order  in  that  form,  to  which,  however, 
I  think  any  other  preferable.  I  also  believe  and  hope 
that  you  will  be  persuaded  of  this,  and  endeavor  to 
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convince  the  gentlemen  of  it  who  compose  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  forming  the  Institution,  and  to  whom  I  beg 
you  to  communicate  the  following  observations : 

A  medal,  whether  round  or  oval,  is  considered  in 
the  different  states  of  Europe,  only  as  a  reward  of  the 
laborer  and  the  artist,  or  as  a  sign  of  a  manufacturing 
community,  or  religious  society ;  besides,  the  abusive 
custom'  prevailing,  particularly  in  Germany  and  Italy,  of 
sending  to  France  mountebanks,  dancers  and  musicians, 
ornamented  in  this  manner,  renders  it  necessary  to 
distinguish  this  order  by  a  form  which  shall  be  peculiar 
to  itself,  and  which  will  answer  the  two-fold  purpose  of 
honoring  those  invested  with  it,  and  making  itself 
respected  for  its  simplicity,  by  such  as  may  be  in  a 
situation  minutely  to  examine  its  different  parts. 

Not  that  I  suppose  one  form  or  another  will  change 
the  opinion  of  a  republican  people,  accustomed  to  think  ; 
I  only  say,  that  in  an  institution  of  this  sort,  the  main 
design  should  be  to  render  it  respectable  to  everybody, 
and  that  it  is  only  in  appealing  to  the  senses  that  you 
can  engage  the  attention  of  the  common  people,  who 
have  certain  habitual  prejudices  which  cannot  be  de¬ 
stroyed.  A  gentleman  already  invested  with  any  Euro¬ 
pean  order,  would  be  unwilling  to  carry  a  medal,  but  if, 
flattered  by  receiving  a  mark  of  distinction  from  a 
respectable  society,  he  should  do  it,  the  manner  of  it 
would  by  no  means  increase  the  value  of  the  order. 
On  the  contrary,  giving  it  a  new  and  particular  form 
will  be  adding  a  recommendation  to  its  real  value,  and 
engage  those  invested  with  it,  to  wear  it  in  the  same 
manner  as  their  other  military  orders,  which  is  the  surest 
means  of  putting  it  at  once  upon  a  footing  with  them. 

The  bald  eagle,  which  is  peculiar  to  this  continent, 
and  is  distinguished  from  those  of  other  climates  by  its 
white  head  and  tail,  appears  to  me  to  deserve  attention. 

I  send  you  two  essays  which  I  have  made,  and  desire 
one  of  them  may  be  adopted  instead  of  the  medal.  In 
one,  I  make  the  eagle  supporting  a  star  with  thirteen 
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points,  in  the  centre  of  which  is  the  figure  of  the  medal, 
with  its  inscriptions,  as  well  in  front  as  on  the  reverse. 
A  legend  might  be  added  in  the  claws  and  go  round  the 
neck  of  the  eagle,  with  a  particular  inscription,  or  the 
contour  of  the  medal  transferred  there.  In  the  other, 
I  have  made  simply  the  eagle,  supporting  on  its  breast 
the  figure  of  the  medal,  with  a  legend  in  his  claws  and 
about  the  neck,  which  passes  behind  and  sustains  the 
reverse.  I  would  prefer  the  latter,  as  it  does  not 
resemble  any  other  order,  and  bears  a  distinct  character  ; 
nor  will  it  be  expensive  in  its  execution.  The  first 
device,  although  more  complex,  would  not  be  so  dear 
as  people  may  imagine,  especially  if  the  execution  of  it 
should  be  committed  to  skillful  persons,  which  would 
not  be  the  case  any  more  than  with  the  medal,  but  by 
sending  it  to  Europe,  where  it  would  not  take  up  a 
great  deal  of  time,  nor  be  so  expensive  as  to  trust  the 
execution  of  it  here  to  workmen  not  well  acquainted 
with  the  business. 

A  medal  is  a  monument  to  be  transmitted  to  pos¬ 
terity  ;  and,  consequently,  it  is  necessary  that  it  be 
executed  to  the  highest  degree  of  perfection  possible 
in  the  age  in  which  it  is  struck.  Now,  to  strike  a  medal 
well,  is  a  matter  that  requires  practice  and  a  good  die ; 
and  as  there  is  not  here  either  a  press  proper  for  this 
work,  nor  people  who  can  make  a  good  die,  I  would 
willingly  undertake  to  recommend  the  execution  of  the 
medal,  the  eagle,  or  the  order,  to  such  persons  in  Paris 
as  are  capable  of  executing  it  to  perfection.  So  far 
from  proposing  to  change  the  oval  medal  into  an  eagle, 
on  which  should  be  impressed  the  medal,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  say  medals  cannot  be  made.  On  the  con¬ 
trary,  my  idea  of  the  subject  is,  that  silver  medals 
should  be  struck,  at  the  common  expense  of  the  Society, 
and  distributed,  one  to  each  member,  as  an  appendage 
to  a  diploma  of  parchment,  whereon  it  would  be  proper 
to  stamp  the  figure  of  the  medal,  the  eagle,  or  the  star, 
in  its  full  dimensions,  and  properly  colored,  enjoining 
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on  the  members  to  conform  to  it,  though  leaving  them 
the  liberty,  provided  it  be  at  their  own  expense,  of 
having  it  made  of  such  metal  and  as  small  as  they 
please,  without  altering  any  of  the  emblems.  It  seems 
to  me  by  no  means  proper  that  the  honorary  members 
should  wear  the  order  in  the  same  manner  as  the  orig¬ 
inal  members ;  it  would  be  necessary  that  they  should 
wear  the  medal,  the  star,  or  the  eagle,  round  their  necks, 
and  the  original  members  at  their  third  button-hole. 
These  remarks,  I  beg  you,  my  General,  to  have  trans¬ 
lated  and  submitted  to  the  gentlemen  concerned.  I 
shall  be  obliged  to  you  to  let  me  know  the  issue  of  this 
letter,  and  their  decision  upon  it. 

I  have,  etc.,  etc.,  etc., 

L’ENFANT. 


N.  B. — The  head  and  tail  of  the  eagle  should  be 
silver,  or  enamelled  in  white,  the  body  and  wings  gold, 
the  medal  on  its  breast  and  back  enamelled  in  the  same 
color  as  the  legend  ;  sprigs  of  laurel  and  oak  might  be 
added  in  the  wings  enamelled  in  green  ;  the  star  should 
be  pointed  in  gold,  or  enamelled  in  blue  and  white  ; 
those  who  would  be  at  the  expense  might,  instead  of 
white,  have  diamonds.  The  riband,  as  is  customary  in 
all  orders,  should  be  watered.” 
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Appendix  C. 

(See  page  9) 

Record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Founders  of  the 
Cincinnati  Society  in  the  Constituent  Convention,  June 
19th,  1783 — New  York  Book  of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuy¬ 
ler)  pages  21,  22,  23,  24. 

Cantonmeyit  of  the  American  Army ,  igth  June,  iySj. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  General  Officers,  and  the  gen¬ 
tlemen  delegated  by  the  respective  regiments,  as  a 
Convention  for  establishing  the  Society  of  the  Cincin¬ 
nati,  held  by  the  request  of  the  President,  at  which 
were  present, 

Major-General  Baron  de  Steuben,  President, 
Major-General  Howe, 

Major-General  Knox, 

Brigadier-General  PATTERSON, 

Brigadier-General  Hand, 

Brigadier-General  Huntington, 
Brigadier-General  PUTNAM, 

Colonel  Webb, 

Lieutenant-Colonel  HUNTINGTON, 

Major  PETTENGILL, 

Lieutenant  WHITING, 

Colonel  H.  JACKSON, 

Captain  Shaw, 

Lieutenant-Colonel  Hull, 

Lieutenant-Colonel  Maxwell, 

Colonel  Courtlandt. 

General  Baron  de  STEUBEN  acquainted  the  Conven¬ 
tion  that  he  had,  agreeably  to  their  request,  at  the  last 
meeting,  transmitted  to  his  Excellency  the  Chevalier 
de  la  LUZERNE,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  from  the 
Court  of  France,  a  copy  of  the  Institution  of  the 
Society  of  the  Cincinnati,  with  their  vote  respecting  his 
Excellency,  and  the  other  characters  therein  mentioned  ; 


30 


and  that  his  Excellency  had  returned  an  answer,  declar¬ 
ing  his  acceptance  of  the  same,  and  expressing  the 
grateful  sense  he  entertains  of  the  honor  conferred  on 
himself,  and  the  other  gentlemen  of  the  French  nation, 
by  this  act  of  the  Convention. 

Resolved ,  That  the  letter  of  the  Chevalier  de  la 
Luzerne  be  recorded  in  the  proceedings  of  this  day, 
and  deposited  in  the  archives  of  the  Society,  as  a 
testimony  of  the  high  sense  this  Convention  entertains 
of  the  honor  done  to  the  Society  by  his  becoming  a 
member  thereof. 

The  Letter  is  as  follows  : 

(See  page  15,  note.) 

P hiladelphie ,  le  3  Juin,  1783. 

“Monsieur  le  Baron, 

“J’ai  re^u  avec  beaucoup  de  reconnoissance  les  statuts  de  l’ordre 
respectable  que  messieurs  les  officiers  de  l’armee  Americaine  viennent 
de  fonder :  si  le  courage,  la  patience,  et  toutes  les  vertus  que  cette 
brave  armee  a  si  souvent  deployees  dans  le  cours  de  cette  guerre, 
pouvoient  jamais  etre  oubliees,  ce  monument  seul  les  rapelleroit. 

“  J’ose  vous  assurer,  monsieur,  que  tous  les  officiers  de  ma  nation, 
que  vous  avez  bien  voulu  admettre  dans  votre  societe,  en  seront  infin- 
iment  honores  ;  je  vous  prie  d’etre  bien  persuade  que  je  sens,  en  mon 
particulier,  bien  vivement  l’honneur  que  m’ont  fait  messieurs  les  offi¬ 
ciers  de  l’armee,  en  daignant  penser  a  moi  dans  cette  occasion.  Je 
compte  aller  rendre  mes  devoirs  a  son  excellence  le  General  Wash¬ 
ington,  aussitot  que  le  traite  definitif  sera  signe,  et  j’aurai  l’honneur 
de  les  assurer  de  vive  voix  de  ma  respectueuse  reconnoissance. 

“Je  saisis  avec  un  grand  empressement  cette  occasion  de  vous 
renouveller  les  sentiments  du  tres  parfait  et  tres  respectueux  attach¬ 
ment  avec  lesquels  j’ai  l’honneur  d’etre,  Monsieur  le  Baron, 

votre  tres  humble,  et 
tres  obeissant  serviteur, 

LE  CHEVALIER  DE  LA  LUZERNE. 

Monsieur,  Monsieur  le  Baron  de  Steuben,  Major-Gene'ral  ) 
au  service  des  Etats  Unis,  au  Quartier  General.”  j 

The  Baron  having  also  communicated  a  letter  from 
Major  L’Enfant,  enclosing  a  design  for  the  medal  and 
order,  containing  the  emblems  of  the  Institution. 
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Resolved ,  That  the  bald  eagle,  carrying  the  emblems 
on  its  breast,  be  established  as  the  order  of  the  Society, 
and  that  the  ideas  of  Major  L’Enfant  respecting  it, 
and  the  manner  of  its  being  worn  by  the  members,  be 
adopted.  That  the  order  be  of  the  same  size,  and  in 
every  other  respect  conformable  to  the  said  design, 
which  for  that  purpose  is  certified  by  the  Baron  de 
Steuben,  President  of  this  Convention,  and  to  be 
deposited  in  the  archives  of  the  Society  as  the  orig¬ 
inal,  from  which  all  copies  are  to  be  made.  Also,  that 
silver  medals,  not  exceeding  the  size  of  a  Spanish 
milled  dollar,  with  the  emblems  as  designed  by  Major 
L’Enfant,  and  certified  by  the  President,  be  given  to 
each  and  every  member  of  the  Society,  together  with 
a  diploma,  on  parchment,  whereon  shall  be  impressed 

the  exact  figures  of  the  order  and  medal,  as  above 

* 

mentioned ;  any  thing  in  the  original  institution,  res¬ 
pecting  gold  medals,  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding. 

Major  L’ENFANT’s  letter  is  as  follows: 


Philadelphie ,  le  10  Juin,  1783. 

“Mon  General, 

Aussitot  apres  la  reception  de  votre  lettre  en  date  du  20  Mai,  laquelle 
ne  m’est  parvenu  que  le  7,  ayant  ete  par  hazard  a  la  poste,  je  me  suis 
occupe  des  projets  de  la  medaille.  Je  vous  envoye  les  desseins  de 
deux  faces,  que  j’ai  faits,  en  grand,  a  fin  qu’on  puisse  mieux  juger  de 
l’ensemble.  Lors  de  l’execution  on  la  reduira  a  la  grandeur  convenable 
qui  pour  peur  que  Ton  exige  de  precision  dans  le  dessein,  ne  doit  pas 
etre  plus  petite  pu’un  dollar,  le  sujet  se  trouvant  trop  complique  pour 
que  les  details  puissent  etre  apperc^us  sous  une  plus  petite  dimension. 

“  Je  ne  l’ai  point  fait  ovale,  ainsi  que  vous  me  le  demandez,  vu  que 
cette  forme  est  peu  propre  a  une  medaille  ;  d’ailleurs,  on  pourra  tou- 
jours  la  faire  au  moment  de  l’execution,  si  on  persiste  absolument  a 
vouloir  porter  1’ordre  sous  cette  forme,  a  laquelle  je  crois  que  tout 
autre  seroit  preferable  ;  ainsi  que  je  crois  et  espere  que  vous  en  serez 
bien  persuade,  et  ferez  en  sorte  d’en  convaincre  les  personnes  qui 
composent  le  comite  relatif  a  cette  institution,  auxquelles  je  vous  prie 
le  communiquer  les  observations  suivantes. 

“  La  medaille,  ronde  ou  ovale,  n’est  consideree  dans  les  differents 
stats  de  l’Europe  que  comme  une  recompense  d’artiste,  d’artistant,  ou 
comme  un  signe  de  communaute'  de  fabriquants,  ou  societe  religieuse — 
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en  outre,  l’usage  abusif  que  l’on  en  fait,  particulierement  en  Allemagne 
et  en  Italie,  d’ou  il  arrive  en  France,  des  baladins,  des  musiciens, 
decore's  de  cette  maniere,  rend  necessarie  de  distinguer  cet  ordre  par 
une  forme  qui  lui  soit  particuliere,  et  puisse,  en  honorant  celui  qui 
en  sera  decore,  remplir  le  double  objet  de  se  faire  respecter  par  son 
simple  aspect,  de  ceux  meme  qui  en  seront  apportes  d’en  detailler  les 
differentes  empreintes. 

“  Ce  n’est  pas  que  je  croye  qu’une  forme,  ou  une  autre  changera 
l’opinion  d’un  peuple  republicain  accoutume  a  penser,  mais  je  dis,  que 
dans  une  institution  pareille,  le  premier  but  doit  etre  de  se  rendre  re¬ 
spectable  a  tous  les  peuples  du  monde  ;  et  que  ce  n’est  qu’en  parlant 
aux  yeux  qu’on  attire  l’attention  du  vulgaire,  qu’il  y  a  des  prejuges 
d’habitude  qui  ne  peuvent  etre  detruits — qu’un  homme  qualifie  et  deja 
decore  en  Europe  ne  portera  pas  une  medaille,  ou,  si  flatte  de  recevoir 
une  marque  de  distinction  d’une  societe  respectable,  il  la  portoit,  ce 
seroit  d’une  maniere  peu  propre  a  faire  accrediter  la  valeur  de  l’ordre. 
Qu’au  contraire,  en  lui  donnant  une  forme  nouvelle  en  particulier,  ce 
sera  ajouter  a  sa  valeur  reelle,  celle  de  la  rendre  reccommendable,  en 
cngageant  ceux  qui  en  seront  decores  a  en  faire  parade  de  pair  avec 
les  autres  orders  militaries,  ce  qui  est  le  plus  sur  moyen  de  la  mettre 
d’abord  de  niveau  avec  eux. 

“  Le  bald  eagle  qui  est  particulier  a  ce  continent  et  qui  se  distingue 
k  celui  des  autres  climats,  par  sa  tete  et  sa  queue  blanches,  m’a  paru 
merrier  de  l’attention. 

“Je  vous  envoye  deux  essais  que  j’ai  faits  ;  je  desire  que  l’un  des 
deux  puisse  etre  adopte  au  lieu  et  place  de  la  medaille.  Dans  l’un, 
je  fais  l’aigle  supportant  une  etoile,  a  treize  pointes,  dans  le  centre  de 
laquelle  est  renfermee  la  figure  de  la  medaille  avec  les  inscriptions, 
tant  sur  la  face  que  sur  le  reverse.  On  pourroit  ajouter  une  legende 
dans  les  serres  et  autour  du  col  de  l’aigle,  avec  une  inscription  partic¬ 
uliere,  ou  bien  y  transferre  celle  du  contour  de  la  medaille.  Dans 
1’autre,  j’ai  fait  l’aigle  simplement  portant  sur  sa  poitrine  la  figure  de 
la  medaille,  avec  une  legende  dans  ses  serres  et  autour  du  col,  laquelle 
lui  repasse  par  derriere  le  dos  pour  soutenir  le  revers.  Je  prefererois 
le  dernier,  en  ce  qu’il  n’a  rapport  a  aucun  ordre  et  porte  avec  lui  un 
caractere  distinctif,  et  ne  seroit  pas  fort  dispendieux  a  faire  executer. 
Le  premier  menee,  quoique  plus  complique,  ne  revien droit  pas  aussi 
cher  qu’on  pourroit  le  penser,  toute  fois  qu’on  en  chargeroit  des  per- 
sonnes  capables  de  l’executer ;  ce  qui  ne  peut  avoir  lieu  non  plus  que 
relativement  a  la  medaille  qu’en  l’envoyant  en  Eupope,  ce  qui  n’exige- 
roit  pas  beaucoup  de  terns,  et  ne  seroit  pas  si  dispendieux,  que  d’en 
confier  l’execution  a  des  personnes  incapables. 

“Une  medaille  est  un  monument  qui  passe  a  la  posterite  ;  et  par 
consequent  il  est  necessarie  qu’elle  soit  portee  au  degre  de  perfection 
possible  dans  le  siecle  ou  elle  est  frappee.  Or,  bien  frapper  une  me¬ 
daille  est  une  chose  qui  demande  de  l’habitude  et  un  bon  coin,  or  il  n’y 
a  ici  ni  balancier  propre  a  cette  besogne  ni  gens  capables  de  faire  un 
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bon  coin,  je  me  chargerois  volontiers  de  recommender  l’execution  de 
la  medaille,  de  l’aigle  ou  ordre,  a  gens  capables  de  l’executer  a  Paris.  , 

“  Bien  loin  que  je  propose  de  changer  la  medaille  ovale  et  un  aigle 
sur  lequel  seroit  empreint  cette  medaille,  je  ne  pretends  pas  dire  qu’ils 
ne  sfavent  pas  frapper  des  medailles.  Au  contraire,  voici  quelle  est 
mon  idee  a  ce  sujet. 

“On  pourroit  faire  frapper  ici  des  medailles  d’argent  aux  frais  com 
muns  de  la  societe,  et  en  distribuer  une  a  chacun  de  ses  membres,  comme 
un  titre  adapte  a  la  patente  de  parchemin,  sur  laquelle  il  sera  aussi  a 
propos  de  graver  la  figure  de  la  medaille,  la  forme  de  l’aigle  ou  de  l’etoile, 
avec  sa  plus  grande  dimension,  detaillant  les  couleurs,  en  soignant  de  s’y 
conformer,  laissant  la  liberte  aux  chevaliers  que  s’en  pourvoyeront  a 
leurs  depens,  de  la  faire  de  tel  metal,  et  aussi  petite  que  possible,  sans 
alteration  d’aucun  des  emblemes.  II  ne  me  parroit  pas  non  plus  a  propos 
que  les  chevaliers  honoraires  portassent  l’ordre  pareille  aux  chevaliers  de 
droit.  II  faudroit  qu’on  signifiat  qu’ils  portassent  la  medaille,  ou  1’etoile, 
ou  l’aigle  en  sautoir,  et  les  chevaliers  a  la  3me  bouttoniere. 

“Mon  General,  ce  sont  les  remarques  que  je  vous  prie  de  faire 
traduire,  et  de  les  soumettre  a  l’opinion  general.  Je  vous  serois  oblige 
de  me  faire  savoir  quelle  issue  cette  lettre  aura,  et  quelle  sera  la  de'cision 
qu’on  en  donnera.  J’ai,  &c.  &c.,  L’Enfant. 

“  N.  B.  La  teete  et  la  queue  de  l’aigle  seroient  d’argent  ou  emaillees 
en  blanc,  le  corps  et  les  ailes  d’or,  la  medaille  sur  sa  poitrine  et  sur  son 
dos,  emaillee  en  couleur  de  meme  que  la  legende.  On  pourroit  y 
ajouter  des  branches  de  laurier  et  de  chene  dans  les  ailes,  pour  lors  qu’on 
emailleroit  en  verd :  l’etoile  du  medaillon  seroit  pointee  en  or,  ou  emaillee 
bleu  et  blanc,  ceux  qui  voudroient  faire  le  depense  pourroient  avoir  en 
diamant  tout  ce  qui  est  blanc.  Le  ruban  seroit  moire  comme  celui  de 
tous  les  autres  ordres.” 


Resolved ,  That  the  thanks  of  this  Convention  be 
transmitted,  by  the  President,  to  Major  L’Enfant,  for 
his  care  and  ingenuity  in  preparing  the  afore-mentioned 
designs,  and  that  he  be  acquainted  that  they  cheerfully 
embrace  his  offer  of  assistance,  and  request  a  con¬ 
tinuance  of  his  attention  in  carrying  the  designs  into 
execution,  for  which  purpose  the  President  is  desired 
to  correspond  with  him. 

Resolved ,  That  his  Excellency  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  be  requested  to  officiate  as  President-General, 
until  the  first  general  meeting,  to  be  held  in  May  next. 

That  a  Treasurer-General,  and  a  Secretary-General 
be  ballotted  for,  to  officiate  in  like  manner. 
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The  ballots  being  taken,  Major-General  M’DOUGALL 
was  elected  Treasurer-General,  and  Major-General 
Knox,  Secretary-General,  who  are  hereby  requested  to 
accept  said  appointments. 

Resolved ,  That  all  the  proceedings  of  this  Conven¬ 
tion,  including  the  Institution  of  the  Society,  be  re¬ 
corded  (from  the  original  papers  in  his  possession)  by 
captain  SHAW,  who  at  the  first  meeting  was  requested 
to  act  as  Secretary,  and  that  the  same,  signed  by  the 
President’s  Secretary,  together  with  the  original  papers, 
be  given  into  the  hands  of  Major-General  Knox, 
Secretary-General  to  the  Society ;  and  that  Captain 
North,  aid-de-camp  to  the  Baron  de  Steuben,  and 
acting  secretary  to  him  as  President,  sign  the  said 
records. 

The  dissolution  of  a  very  considerable  part  of  the 
army,  since  the  last  meeting  of  this  Convention,  having 
rendered  the  attendance  of  some  of  its  members 
impracticable,  and  the  necessity  for  some  temporary 
arrangements,  previous  to  the  first  meeting  of  the 
General  Society,  being  so  strikingly  obvious,  the  Con¬ 
vention  found  itself  constrained  to  make  those  before 
mentioned,  which  they  have  done  with  the  utmost 
diffidence  of  themselves,  and  relying  entirely  on  the 
candor  of  their  Constituents  to  make  allowance  for  the 
measure.  The  principal  objects  of  its  appointment 
being  thus  accomplished,  the  members  of  this  convention 
think  fit  to  dissolve  the  same,  and  it  is  hereby  dissolved 
accordingly. 

True  copy  from  the  records  of  the  Society. 

W.  North,  Secretary  to  the  President. 
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Appendix  D. 

(See  pages  13  and  16) 


New  York  Book  of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuyler)  page  187. 

1825. 

General  La  Fayette  having  represented  to  the 

% 

Society  that  the  Baron  D’Aurier,  a  lieutenant-general 
in  the  armies  of  France,  had  served  in  the  United 
States  during  the  war  of  the  Revolution  as  an  officer  of 
distinguished  merit,  in  the  division  of  the  French  troops 
then  commanded  by  General  the  Cou?it  Rochambeau, 
and  as  allies  of  the  American  Army  under  the  immedi¬ 
ate  command  of  His  Excellency  General  Washington  at 
the  capture  of  Yorktown,  in  October,  1781,  and  that 
the  said  Baron  D’Aurier  is  a  gentleman  of  very  es¬ 
timable  and  fair  character,  and  is  in  his  sentiments  a 
patroit,  and  worthy  of  being  enrolled  as  a  brother 
among  the  surviving  officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  of  the  Revolution,  and  that  the  Baron  is  desirous 
of  becoming  an  honorary  member  of  the  Society  of  the 
Cincinnati. 

On  the  4th  July  this  Society,  in  testimony  of  the 
high  sense  it  entertains  of  the  political  principles,  the 
fair  character  and  talents,  and  the  meritorious  services 
of  the  Baron  D’Aurier  in  the  War  of  the  Revolution 
for  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
do  admit  him,  and  he  is  hereby  admitted  an  honorary 
member  of  the  Society  of  the  Cincinnati : 

Resolved.  That  a  copy  of  the  preceding  resolution, 
together  with  a  diploma,  with  the  usual  certificate  en¬ 
dorsed  thereon  and  signed  by  the  President  of  this 
Society,  be  delivered  to  our  friend  and  brother,  General 
La  Fayette,  with  a  request  that  he  will  be  pleased,  on 
his  return  to  France,  to  present  the  same  in  due  form 
to  the  Baron  D’Aurier. 
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Appendix  E. 

(See  pages  9  and  12) 

Letter  of  Col.  Aaron  Ogden,  President  General  of 
the  General  Society  of  the  Cincinnati,  in  reply  to  a 
letter  of  inquiry  by  the  New  York  Society — New  York 
Book  of  the  Cincinnati  (Schuyler),  pp.  114-115. 

1837. 

An  application  being  made  for  admission  by  Count 
Gabrowski,  claiming  in  right  of  his  father,  Count 
Gabrowski,  as  having  served  under  the  Duke  de  Luzer- 
ene,  the  Secretary  addressed  a  letter  to  the  President- 
General,  requesting  information  with  respect  to  the 
succession  from  the  officers  of  the  French  Army  who 
were  admitted  members  of  the  Society,  and  received 
the  following  reply : 

Jersey  City,  May  22,  183J. 

Chas.  Graham,  Esq.,  Secretary. 

SIR, — Yours  under  the  post-mark  of  May  5th, 
1837,  has  been  duly  received,  and  on  examination  I 
find  from  the  minutes  of  the  General  Society  that  the 
Society  was  established  by  the  officers  of  the  American 
Army  who  signed  the  Institution,  and  at  the  same 
time  (gave)  a  draft  on  the  Paymaster-General  for  one 
month’s  pay  according  to  their  several  grades,  who 
combined  themselves  into  one  Society  of  Friends,  to 
endure  as  long  as  they  shall  endure,  or  any  of  their 
male  posterity. 

There  is  in  the  original  Institution  a  provision,  of 
which  I  now  enclose  a  copy.*  From  this  provision  it 
would  seem  that  the  extension  of  the  order  should  be 
confined  to  the  persons  designated  therein,  for  other¬ 
wise  there  can  be  no  limit,  and  it  cannot  be  presumed 
that  the  President-General,  without  authority  so  to  do, 
transmitted  a  medal  to  any  not  named  in  the  provision, 

*  This  enclosure  was  the  extract  from  the  original  Institution,  naming  the 
Chevalier  de  Luzerne  and  others,  including  the  Count  Rochambeau,  and  other 
Generals  and  Colonels  of  his  army  to  whom  the  medal  was  to  be  sent,  and  who 
were  considered  as  members. 
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or  who  had  not  been  a  General  or  Colonel  in  the  army 
commanded  by  Count  Rochambeau.  Besides,  there  is 
no  provision  that  the  right  of  membership  should 
descend  to  the  posterity  of  the  persons  designated  in 
the  enclosed  provision,  and  the  adoption  of  such  a  rule 
now,  might  place  the  Society  in  great  future  difficulties ; 
but  if  otherwise,  this  right  can  only  be  proved  by  the 
production  of  the  medal,  which  was  doubtless  sent  to 
every  officer  in  the  French  Army  who  was  entitled  to 
it,  or  accounting  for  its  loss. 

I  know  of  no  list  of  the  names  of  the  officers  of  the 
French  Army  who  were  admitted  members  of  the 
Society  other  than  as  contained  in  the  enclosed  pro¬ 
vision,  nor  of  any  such  prepared  by  General  Knox,  but 
if  such  an  one  was  prepared  at  the  time,  it  must  have 
been  confined  to  the  Generals  and  Colonels  in  Count 
Rochambeau’s  army. 

I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully, 

Your  most  obedient  servant, 


AARON  OGDEN. 
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Appendix  F. 

(See  page  12) 

Minutes  of  General  Society  (1848),  p.  95. 

November  29,  1848. — At  a  General  Meeting  held  in 
Philadelphia,  the  Secretary-General,  in  conformity  with 
the  resolution  of  a  previous  meeting  (1844)  request¬ 
ing  him  to  “  collect  from  the  minutes  and  proceedings 
of  the  Society,  the  different  rules  and  regulations  that 
have  been  from  time  to  time  adopted  in  regard  to  the 
election  and  tenure  of  members  and  officers,”  presented 
the  following  Report,  which  was  adopted,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  members  of  the  State 
Societies : 

“  The  Secretary-General  reported  : 

“  That  he  has  carefully  examined  all  the  minutes 
and  proceedings  of  the  Society  in  his  possession,  and 
respectfully  submits  the  following  as  the  result : 

“  The  Constitution,  accepted  by  the  Society  in 
178 3,  provides  that  the  members  shall  consist  of  the 
officers  of  the  American  Army,  as  well  those  who  have 
resigned  with  honor,  after  three  years’  service  in  the 
capacity  of  officers,  or  who  have  been  deranged  by  the 
resolutions  of  Congress,  upon  the  several  reforms  of 
the  Army,  as  those  who  shall  have  continued  to  the 
end  of  the  war.  Those  officers  who  are  foreigners,  not 
resident  in  any  of  the  States,  to  have  their  names 
enrolled  by  the  Secretary-General.  And  declares  the 
Society  shall  endure  as  long  as  they  endure,  or  any  of 
their  eldest  male  posterity,  and  in  failure  thereof,  the 
collateral  branches,  who  may  be  judged  worthy  of  be¬ 
coming  its  supporters  and  members. 

“  This  last  provision  is  extended  in  like  manner  to 
the  descendants  of  such  officers  as  had  died  in  the. 
service. 

“  The  admission  of  honorary  members  for  their  own 
lives  only  is  also  provided  for  by  the  Constitution  ;  but 
they  are  not  to  exceed  in  number,  in  each  State,  a 
ratio  of  one  to  four  of  the  officers  or  their  descendants. 
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“  The  same  instrument  directs  that  ‘  in  the  General 
Meeting,  the  President,  Vice-President,  Secretary, 
Assistant  Secretary,  Treasurer,  and  Assistant  Treasurer 
General,  shall  be  chosen  to  serve  until  next  meeting.’ 

“  At  the  first  General  Meeting  of  the  Society,  held  on 
the  4th  of  May,  1784,  and  continued  by  adjourment  un¬ 
til  the  1 8th  of  said  month,  it  was  unanimously  resolved 
“  that  the  manner  of  voting  be  by  the  representation 
of  each  State  Society.”  Subsequently,  at  said  meet¬ 
ing,  material  alterations  in  the  Constitution  were  agreed 
to,  affecting  (inter  alia)  the  election  and  tenure  of 
members  and  officers.  These  alterations,  however, 
never  received  the  sanction  of  the  State  Societies,  as 
appears  by  the  unanimous  adoption,  in  General  Meet¬ 
ing,  in  May,  A.  D.  1800,  of  the  following  report  of  a 
committee  appointed  to  examine  the  records  of  the 
Society,  and  report  to  said  meeting  the  state  of  the 
Institution,  viz. : 

“  That  the  Institution  of  the  Society  of  the  Cin¬ 
cinnati  remains  as  it  was  orignally  proposed  and 
adopted  by  the  officers  of  the  American  Army,  at  their 
Cantonments  on  the  banks  of  the  Hudson,  in  1783.” 

“  Since  the  re-acknowledgment  of  the  original  In¬ 
stitution,  the  Secretary-General  finds  nothing  touching 
the  election  or  tenure  of  members,  except  the  follow¬ 
ing,  extracted  from  the  minutes  of  a  General  Meeting, 
held  on  the  4th  of  May,  1829,  viz. : 

“  A  question  having  arisen,  whether  in  case  of  the 
death  of  a  member  having  no  male  issue  except  a 
grandson,  the  issue  of  a  daughter,  such  grandchild 
shall  be  preferred  to  collaterals.  The  Society  con¬ 
ceives  the  true  construction  of  the  Constitution  to  be, 
that  the  grandchild  shall  be  preferred,  he  being  in  the 
direct  line  of  descent.” 

“  And  in  relation  to  the  officers  of  the  Society,  he 
finds  that  since  the  substitution  of  special  for  stated 
Triennial  Meetings,  the  officers  have  been  chosen  for 
three  years,  and  thenceforward  until  a  new  election 
4  takes  place. 

A.  W.  Johnston,  Secretary-General. 


